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1. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

2. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current U.S. 
practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign document and are 
replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 

Regarding line 2 of claim 1, the phrase "such as" renders the claim indefinite because it is 
unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the claimed invention. See 
MPEP § 2173.05(d). Lines 3-4 of claim 1 are indefinite since it is not clear what these lines 
mean. Do these lines mean that a laboratory technician provides a set of operations to be 
performed with an automated analyzer and programs these operations into the analyzer in a 
certain order? See these same problems in claims 2 and 8. 

On line 3 of claim 5, the phrase "on the outline of work" is indefinite and unclear since it 
is not known what is meant by this phrase. Does this phrase refer to an outline of one of the 
operations performed by the analyzer? What does the outline constitute? 

On line 10 of claim 8, the "image for confirming" is indefinite since it is not clear what 
this refers to. Does this refer to the confirmation of a sample in the clinical analyzer? 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
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evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U. SC. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another fried in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application fded under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Miller. 
Miller teaches of a computer interface module for use with an automated clinical 

analyzer. Miller also teaches of a method for controlling the operation of a plurality of 
interrelated automated analytical and sample preparation devices, and for obtaining information 
about the status of a given sample or operation in the analyzer. Miller teaches that such a 
method reduces the demand on the skills of an operating technician to perform complex 
programming and scheduling of assays or other analyzer functions. The method provides 
operation guidance on the clinical analyzer by allowing an unskilled technician to obtain 
particular information about the assay status of a given sample. The computer interface module 
allows a user to easily and quickly access a variety of control screens and status information 
display screens that describe the status of a plurality of interrelated automated devices used for 
sample preparation and clinical analysis of patient samples. The computer interface module has a 
first information display screen that is directly linked to a plurality of additional information 
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display screens containing on-line information about the operational status of a plurality of 
interrelated automated devices, as well as information about the location of any specific sample 
in the analyzer and the status of clinical tests to be performed on the sample. The computer 
module comprises a visual touch screen that displays a menu including icons, scroll bars, boxes 
and buttons through which an operator may interface with the clinical analytical system. The 
computer interface module comprises a number of function specific buttons programmed to 
display detailed ancillary information for each function button so that additional information 
about the status and performance of the clinical system may be displayed. The clinical analytical 
system 10 includes at least one clinical analyzer 12 adapted to perform chemical assays on 
samples of biological fluids such as blood, serum, urine, etc. The analyzers 12 are equipped with 
a computer system 22 having a keyboard 23 and a number of touch-buttons displayed on a visual 
computer screen or module 24. The display screens include title bars 26, system names 28, 
screen titles 30 and status icons 32. All screens have a standard set of general function buttons 
34 to provide a user with express navigation controls. The user can arbitrarily chose which 
buttons to press to see a desired display image of a desired clinical operation in the analyzer. A 
login screen 3 18 can be present in the computer interface module to invoke restrictions that may 
exist requiring a user to identify themselves to the module. This is similar to the navigation 
program icon recited in the instant claims that can be operated by only an approved laboratory 
technician. See lines 1-37 in column 3, columns 5 and 6, and all of the figures in Miller. 
6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

8. Claims 1 ? 3-4 and 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Miller. For a teaching of Miller, see previous paragraphs in this Office action. 

Miller fails to teach that each operation in the clinical analyzer can be displayed on the 
computer interface module sequentially in the order in which each operation occurs to analyze a 
sample. However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
instant invention to change the computer interface module taught by Miller to sequentially 
display each operation performed by the clinical analyzer on the display screen of the module so 
as to lessen operator/technician interface or contact with the computer module by requiring the 
operator to only touch one screen on the module at the beginning of a sample analysis and then 
to merely observe each step of the analysis as the module displays each step in a sequential 
order. 

9. Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miller in view 
of Maus et al. For a teaching of Miller, see previous paragraphs in this Office action. Miller 
fails to teach that the computer interface module includes a voice as part of each display screen 
to vocally inform a user of the operation status of a particular analysis step in the analyzer. 
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Maus et al teach of a health monitoring and diagnostic device, which includes therein a 
display device 34 for displaying the results of a diagnostic test such as cholesterol. The display 
34 can be a liquid crystal display configured to display text lines. The display can also include a 
speaker 35 that conveys audible messages such as beeps, tones, recorded messages and simulated 
human voices to inform a user of test results. See lines 14-25 in column 12 and Figure 1 A in 
Maus et al. 

Based upon the combination of Miller and Maus et al, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the instant invention to include in the computer interface 
module taught by Miller a voice as part of each display screen to vocally inform a user of the 
operation status of a particular analysis step in the analyzer since Maus et al teach that it is 
known in the art to provide a voice as part of a display screen in a clinical analyzer to inform a 
user of sample results, errors, etc. 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Please make note of: JP 08-101204, IP 9-7291 1 and JP 9-72910 which teach of user 
interfaces in chemical analyzers that comprise computer display screens with a menu of touch 
buttons for selecting the display of certain settings and operations in the analyzers. 
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1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Maureen M. Wallenhorst whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1266. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Wednesday from 6:30 AM to 4:00 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jill Warden, can be reached on 571-272-1267. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-2 1 7-9 1 97 (toll-free). 

Maureen M. Wallenhorst 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1743 
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MAUREEN M. WALLENHORST 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
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